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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    At t or ney' s l i cense 

r evoked.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    On November  2,  2009,  t he Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  f i l ed a di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  agai nst  

At t or ney Mi chael  C.  Tr udgeon al l egi ng 56 count s of  pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct  i nvol v i ng 13 separ at e c l i ent s.   Reser ve Judge 

Ti mot hy L.  Vocke was appoi nt ed r ef er ee.   Ref er ee Vocke has f i l ed 

hi s r epor t  r ecommendi ng r evocat i on of  At t or ney Tr udgeon' s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   Ref er ee Vocke al so 
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r ecommends At t or ney Tr udgeon be or der ed t o pay r est i t ut i on and 

t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.    

¶2 No appeal  has been f i l ed.   We r evi ew t he mat t er  

pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1  We concl ude t he ser i ous nat ur e of  

At t or ney Tr udgeon' s numer ous et hi cal  v i ol at i ons war r ant s t he 

r evocat i on of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e.   I n 

addi t i on,  we or der  At t or ney Tr udgeon t o pay r est i t ut i on and 

cost s.  

¶3 At t or ney Tr udgeon was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n i n 2003.   He has pr act i ced i n Bel oi t .   Hi s l aw 

l i cense was suspended,  ef f ect i ve May 27,  2008,  f or  hi s f ai l ur e 

t o compl y wi t h mandat or y cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on r epor t i ng 

r equi r ement s.   On Jul y 28,  2008,  hi s l i cense was suspended f or  

hi s f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h ongoi ng OLR i nvest i gat i ons.   Hi s 

l i cense r emai ns suspended.  

¶4 On Oct ober  9,  2009,  t hi s cour t  publ i c l y r epr i manded 

At t or ney Tr udgeon f or  ei ght  count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  i n 

t wo cl i ent  mat t er s,  whi ch i ncl uded f ai l ur e t o act  wi t h 

r easonabl e di l i gence,  l ack of  communi cat i on wi t h hi s c l i ent ,  and 

conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  or  

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  st at es,  i n per t i nent  par t :  

I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme cour t  
shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  or  
modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.  
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mi sr epr esent at i on.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Tr udgeon,  2009 WI  96,  321 Wi s.  2d 560,  774 N. W. 2d 469.    

¶5 I n t he pr esent  mat t er ,  At t or ney Tr udgeon ent er ed a 

st i pul at i on admi t t i ng numer ous count s of  mi sconduct  al l eged i n 

t he OLR compl ai nt  and pl eadi ng no cont est  t o t he r emai ni ng 

count s.   Because At t or ney Tr udgeon di d not  di sput e commi t t i ng 

t he 56 al l eged vi ol at i ons,  t he onl y quest i on f or  t he r ef er ee t o 

addr ess at  t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng was t he l evel  of  t he 

sanct i on t o be i mposed.  

¶6 At t or ney Tr udgeon' s r epr esent at i on of  K. R.  ser ves as 

t he basi s f or  t he f i r st  f i ve count s.   On Febr uar y 11,  2008,  

At t or ney Tr udgeon became counsel  of  r ecor d f or  K. R.  i n a f ami l y 

l aw act i on.   Af t er  At t or ney Tr udgeon' s l i cense suspensi ons,  he 

di d not  pr ovi de not i ce t o t he cour t  of  hi s need t o wi t hdr aw f r om 

r epr esent at i on.   As of  t he dat e of  t he OLR compl ai nt ,  At t or ney 

Tr udgeon r emai ned K. R. ' s counsel  of  r ecor d.  

¶7 As par t  of  hi s r epr esent at i on of  K. R. ,  At t or ney 

Tr udgeon engaged i n negot i at i ons wi t h opposi ng counsel  r egar di ng 

a pr oposed wai ver  of  f ut ur e chi l d suppor t .   At t or ney Tr udgeon 

pr oposed t hat  i f  t he opposi ng par t y woul d agr ee t o wai ve al l  

f ut ur e chi l d suppor t ,  cer t ai n concessi ons woul d f ol l ow.   The OLR 

not es t hat  a par ent  cannot  wai ve f ut ur e chi l d suppor t  f or  a 

mi nor  chi l d or  ent er  i nt o a bi ndi ng cont r act  t o r ef r ai n f r om 

seeki ng chi l d suppor t .   See I n r e Mar r i age of  Ondr asek v.  

Tenneson,  158 Wi s.  2d 690,  462 N. W. 2d 915 ( Ct .  App.  1990) .   

Thus,  t he OLR al l eges t hat  i f  t he opposi ng par t y  had agr eed t o 
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At t or ney Tr udgeon' s pr oposed chi l d suppor t  wai ver ,  K. R.  woul d 

nonet hel ess r emai n l i abl e f or  chi l d suppor t .   

¶8 Due t o At t or ney Tr udgeon' s l i cense suspensi on,  

opposi ng counsel  advi sed At t or ney Tr udgeon t hat  he bel i eved he 

had an obl i gat i on t o r epor t  t o t he OLR At t or ney Tr udgeon' s 

cont i nued pr act i ce of  l aw.   At t or ney Tr udgeon t ol d opposi ng 

counsel  he woul d sel f - r epor t  and he woul d al so not i f y K. R.  t hat  

he coul d not  r epr esent  hi m.   At t or ney Tr udgeon di d not  r epor t  

hi s act i ons t o t he OLR.   I n an unr el at ed mat t er ,  At t or ney 

Tr udgeon f i l ed wi t h t he OLR an af f i davi t  dat ed August  25,  2008,  

st at i ng he had not  engaged i n t he pr act i ce of  l aw si nce Mar ch of  

2008 and t hat  hi s l i cense had been suspended due t o f ai l ur e t o 

compl y wi t h cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on r equi r ement s.   At t or ney 

Tr udgeon di d not  di scl ose t o t he OLR t hat  he had cont i nued t o 

pr act i ce l aw af t er  Mar ch 2008.  

¶9 Opposi ng counsel  not i f i ed t he OLR of  At t or ney 

Tr udgeon' s negot i at i ons.   By l et t er  dat ed Sept ember  4,  2008,  t he 

OLR not i f i ed At t or ney Tr udgeon of  i t s  i nvest i gat i on of  t he 

gr i evance and r equest ed cer t ai n i nf or mat i on and document s.   

At t or ney Tr udgeon di d not  f i l e a subst ant i ve r esponse t o t he 

gr i evance and di d not  r espond t o t he OLR' s pr el i mi nar y 

i nvest i gat i ve r epor t .  

¶10 I n accor dance wi t h At t or ney Tr udgeon' s st i pul at i on,  

Ref er ee Vocke f ound f i ve count s of  mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o 

t he r epr esent at i on of  K. R.   The r ef er ee concl uded t hat  by 

at t empt i ng t o negot i at e a wai ver  of  f ut ur e chi l d suppor t  on 

behal f  of  a c l i ent ,  when such an agr eement  i s unenf or ceabl e i n 
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Wi sconsi n,  At t or ney Tr udgeon vi ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 1. 2  The r ef er ee 

f ur t her  concl uded t hat  by pr oposi ng t er ms f or  negot i at i on i n a 

pendi ng l awsui t  at  a t i me when hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw was 

suspended f or  f ai l ur e t o compl y wi t h mandat or y cont i nui ng l egal  

educat i on r epor t i ng r equi r ement s and f or  f ai l ur e t o cooper at e 

wi t h ongoi ng OLR i nvest i gat i ons,  At t or ney Tr udgeon vi ol at ed 

SCRs 22. 26( 2) 3 and 31. 10( 1) , 4 v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) . 5 

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 1. 1 pr ovi des,  " A l awyer  shal l  pr ovi de compet ent  

r epr esent at i on t o a c l i ent .   Compet ent  r epr esent at i on r equi r es 
t he l egal  knowl edge,  ski l l ,  t hor oughness and pr epar at i on 
r easonabl y necessar y f or  t he r epr esent at i on. "  

3 SCR 22. 26( 2)  pr ovi des:  

An at t or ney whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i s  
suspended or  r evoked or  who i s suspended f r om t he 
pr act i ce of  l aw may not  engage i n t hi s st at e i n t he 
pr act i ce of  l aw or  i n any l aw wor k act i v i t y 
cust omar i l y done by l aw st udent s,  l aw cl er ks,  or  ot her  
par al egal  per sonnel ,  except  t hat  t he at t or ney may 
engage i n l aw r el at ed wor k i n t hi s st at e f or  a 
commer ci al  empl oyer  i t sel f  not  engaged i n t he pr act i ce 
of  l aw.  

4 SCR 31. 10( 1)  st at es:  

I f  a l awyer  f ai l s  t o compl y wi t h t he at t endance 
r equi r ement  of  SCR 31. 02,  f ai l s  t o compl y wi t h t he 
r epor t i ng r equi r ement  of  SCR 31. 03( 1) ,  or  f ai l s  t o pay 
t he l at e f ee under  SCR 31. 03( 2) ,  t he boar d shal l  ser ve 
a not i ce of  noncompl i ance on t he l awyer .   Thi s not i ce 
shal l  advi se t he l awyer  t hat  t he l awyer ' s st at e bar  
member shi p shal l  be aut omat i cal l y suspended f or  
f ai l i ng t o f i l e evi dence of  compl i ance or  t o pay t he 
l at e f ee wi t hi n 60 days af t er  ser vi ce of  t he not i ce.   
The boar d shal l  cer t i f y t he names of  al l  l awyer s so 
suspended under  t hi s r ul e t o t he c l er k of  t he supr eme 
cour t ,  al l  supr eme cour t  j ust i ces,  al l  cour t  of  
appeal s and ci r cui t  cour t  j udges,  al l  c i r cui t  cour t  
commi ssi oner s appoi nt ed under  SCR 75. 02( 1)  i n t hi s 
st at e,  al l  c i r cui t  cour t  c l er ks,  al l  j uveni l e cour t  
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¶11 The r ef er ee f ur t her  concl uded t hat  by f ai l i ng t o 

pr ompt l y not i f y t he cour t  of  t he suspensi on of  hi s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw,  At t or ney Tr udgeon vi ol at ed SCR 22. 26( 1) ( c) 6 v i a 

SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) .   The r ef er ee al so det er mi ned t hat  At t or ney 

Tr udgeon' s mi sr epr esent at i ons t o t he OLR i n hi s cor r espondence 

and af f i davi t  v i ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( c) . 7  Addi t i onal l y,  t he r ef er ee 

concl uded t hat  by f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de OLR wi t h a t i mel y wr i t t en 

r esponse cont ai ni ng t he i nf or mat i on r equest ed by t he OLR,  

                                                                                                                                                             
cl er ks,  al l  r egi st er s i n pr obat e,  t he execut i ve 
di r ect or  of  t he st at e bar  of  Wi sconsi n,  t he Wi sconsi n 
St at e Publ i c Def ender ' s Of f i ce,  and t he cl er ks of  t he 
f eder al  di st r i ct  cour t s i n Wi sconsi n.   A l awyer  shal l  
not  engage i n t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n Wi sconsi n whi l e 
hi s or  her  s t at e bar  member shi p i s suspended under  
t hi s r ul e.  

5 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  s t at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " v i ol at e a st at ut e,  supr eme cour t  r ul e,  supr eme cour t  
or der  or  supr eme cour t  deci s i on r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  
l awyer s;  .  .  .  . "  

6 SCR 22. 26( 1) ( c)  st at es t hat  on or  bef or e t he ef f ect i ve 
dat e of  l i cense suspensi on,  an at t or ney whose l i cense i s  
suspended shal l :  

Pr ompt l y pr ovi de wr i t t en not i f i cat i on t o t he 
cour t  or  admi ni st r at i ve agency and t he at t or ney f or  
each par t y i n a mat t er  pendi ng bef or e a cour t  or  
admi ni st r at i ve agency of  t he suspensi on or  r evocat i on 
and of  t he at t or ney' s consequent  i nabi l i t y  t o act  as 
an at t or ney f ol l owi ng t he ef f ect i ve dat e of  t he 
suspensi on or  r evocat i on.   The not i ce shal l  i dent i f y 
t he successor  at t or ney of  t he at t or ney' s c l i ent  or ,  i f  
t her e i s none at  t he t i me not i ce i s gi ven,  shal l  st at e 
t he c l i ent ' s pl ace of  r esi dence.  

7 SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  pr ovi des i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  
or  mi sr epr esent at i on;  .  .  .  . "  
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At t or ney Tr udgeon vi ol at ed SCRs 22. 03( 2) 8 and 22. 03( 6) , 9 v i a 

SCR 20: 8. 4( h) . 10  

¶12 The r ef er ee f ound t hat  At t or ney Tr udgeon commi t t ed 51 

addi t i onal  v i ol at i ons i n 12 ot her  c l i ent  mat t er s.   I n sever al  

cases t he mi sconduct  was si mi l ar  t o t hat  commi t t ed i n t he K. R.  

c l i ent  mat t er  i n t hat  At t or ney Tr udgeon engaged i n di shonest  

conduct ,  f ai l ed t o pr ovi de i nf or mat i on as r equest ed by t he OLR,  

and f ai l ed t o not i f y t he cour t  of  hi s suspensi on.   Ot her  

                                                 
8 SCR 22. 03( 2)  st at es:    

( 2)  Upon commenci ng an i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
di r ect or  shal l  not i f y t he r espondent  of  t he mat t er  
bei ng i nvest i gat ed unl ess i n t he opi ni on of  t he 
di r ect or  t he i nvest i gat i on of  t he mat t er  r equi r es 
ot her wi se.   The r espondent  shal l  f ul l y  and f ai r l y 
di scl ose al l  f act s and ci r cumst ances per t ai ni ng t o t he 
al l eged mi sconduct  wi t hi n 20 days af t er  bei ng ser ved 
by or di nar y mai l  a r equest  f or  a wr i t t en r esponse.   
The di r ect or  may al l ow addi t i onal  t i me t o r espond.   
Fol l owi ng r ecei pt  of  t he r esponse,  t he di r ect or  may 
conduct  f ur t her  i nvest i gat i on and may compel  t he 
r espondent  t o answer  quest i ons,  f ur ni sh document s,  and 
pr esent  any i nf or mat i on deemed r el evant  t o t he 
i nvest i gat i on.  

9 SCR 22. 03( 6)  st at es:  

( 6)  I n t he cour se of  t he i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
r espondent ' s wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o pr ovi de r el evant  
i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document s and t he r espondent ' s mi sr epr esent at i on i n a 
di scl osur e ar e mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he mer i t s of  
t he mat t er s asser t ed i n t he gr i evance.  

10 SCR 20: 8. 4( h)  s t at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " f ai l  t o cooper at e i n t he i nvest i gat i on of  a gr i evance 
f i l ed wi t h t he of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on as r equi r ed by SCR 
21. 15( 4) ,  SCR 22. 001( 9) ( b) ,  SCR 22. 03( 2) ,  SCR 22. 03( 6) ,  or  SCR 
22. 04( 1) ;  .  .  .  . "  
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mi sconduct  i nvol ved hi s asser t i on t hat  he r epr esent ed an 

i ndi v i dual  wi t hout  t he aut hor i t y t o do so.   The r ef er ee al so 

f ound t hat  At t or ney Tr udgeon had f ai l ed t o mai nt ai n 

conf i dent i al i t y  of  f i l es whi ch he had l ef t  unsecur ed.   

Addi t i onal  mi sconduct  i ncl uded t he l ack of  di l i gence i n c l i ent  

mat t er s,  f ai l i ng t o communi cat e wi t h c l i ent s,  f ai l i ng t o r ef und 

an unear ned f ee,  t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons,  engagi ng i n an ex 

par t e communi cat i on wi t h t he cour t ,  and maki ng a f al se st at ement  

t o a t r i bunal .  

¶13 I n anot her  mat t er ,  At t or ney Tr udgeon conver t ed t o hi s  

own use at  l east  $24, 500 of  set t l ement  f unds he r ecei ved on 

behal f  of  c l i ent  B. W.  i n connect i on wi t h a car  acci dent . 11  The 

r ef er ee al so f ound t hat  At t or ney Tr udgeon had l i ed t o hi s 

c l i ent s and,  on at  l east  one occasi on,  At t or ney Tr udgeon f al sel y 

aut hent i cat ed a document .   The r ef er ee obser ved At t or ney 

Tr udgeon' s mi sconduct  was ext r emel y damagi ng not  onl y t o c l i ent s  

but  al so t o t he l egal  syst em.   For  exampl e,  t he r ef er ee f ound 

t hat  At t or ney Tr udgeon f ai l ed t o appear  f or  a schedul ed pr et r i al  

conf er ence i n one mat t er  and f ai l ed t o appear  at  a j ur y t r i al  i n 

anot her  mat t er .   The r ef er ee st at ed t hat  t he damage t he f ai l ur e 

t o appear  at  a schedul ed j ur y t r i al  does t o t he cour t  syst em i s 

enor mous.  

¶14 The r ef er ee al so concl uded t hat  At t or ney Tr udgeon had 

essent i al l y  abandoned hi s c l i ent s on a number  of  occasi ons.   The 

                                                 
11 The r ef er ee r ecommended r est i t ut i on as di scussed i n ¶17,  

i nf r a.  
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r ef er ee st at ed,  " Ther e' s not hi ng t hat  does mor e damage t o t he 

l egal  syst em,  as was poi nt ed out  by t he [ c l i ent s ]  t oday,  t han an 

at t or ney t hat  essent i al l y  abandons t hem and t hei r  case[ s] .   

That ' s exact l y t he t ype of  t hi ng whi ch i s most  l i kel y t o br i ng 

di sr eput e on t he l egal  pr of essi on. "  

¶15 The r ef er ee not ed At t or ney Tr udgeon had been 

cooper at i ve and t r ul y r emor sef ul .   Nonet hel ess,  t he r ef er ee 

obser ved t hat  t o a gr eat  ext ent ,  At t or ney Tr udgeon at t empt ed t o 

r at i onal i ze or  excuse hi s behavi or .   The r ef er ee r ej ect ed 

At t or ney Tr udgeon' s expl anat i ons concer ni ng hi s ment al  condi t i on 

of  depr essi on and hi s mar i t al  pr obl ems.   The r ef er ee concl uded 

t hat  t he nat ur e and number  of  t he count s,  and t he number  of  

v i ct i ms,  wer e aggr avat i ng f act or s war r ant i ng r evocat i on.  

¶16 The r ef er ee r ecommended r est i t ut i on.   The r ef er ee 

f ound t hat  c l i ent  C. S.  ( count s 17 t hr ough 23)  was ent i t l ed t o 

r est i t ut i on i n t he sum of  $650.   Cl i ent  L. W.  ( count s 24 t hr ough 

29)  was ent i t l ed t o r est i t ut i on i n t he sum of  $600.   The r ef er ee 

al so f ound t hat  t he Est at e of  W. W.  ( count s 49 t hr ough 53)  was 

ent i t l ed t o r est i t ut i on of  $1, 162.  

¶17 Wi t h r espect  t o t he amount  conver t ed i n t he B. W.  

c l i ent  mat t er  ( count s 30 t hr ough 35) ,  t he r ef er ee det er mi ned 

B. W.  was ent i t l ed t o r est i t ut i on of  $12, 000 and Dean Heal t h 

Pl an,  I nc. ,  was ent i t l ed t o r est i t ut i on of  $13, 000.   The OLR 

advi ses t hat  af t er  t he r ef er ee i ssued hi s r epor t ,  c l i ent  B. W.  

and t he Dean Heal t h Pl an,  I nc. ,  wer e r ei mbur sed by t he Wi sconsi n 

Lawyer ' s Fund f or  Cl i ent  Pr ot ect i on ( t he Fund) .   The OLR 

r equest s t hat  i f  t he cour t  woul d adopt  Ref er ee Vocke' s 
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r ecommendat i on,  t he r est i t ut i on be pai d t o t he Fund r at her  t han 

t o B. W.  and Dean Heal t h Pl an. 

¶18 The r ef er ee f ur t her  r ecommended t hat  At t or ney Tr udgeon 

pay t he cost s i ncur r ed by t he OLR.   On June 1,  2010,  t he OLR 

f i l ed a st at ement  seeki ng $4, 514. 06 i n cost s.   No obj ect i on t o 

t he cost s has been f i l ed.    

¶19 Thi s cour t  uphol ds a r ef er ee' s  f i ndi ngs of  f act  unl ess 

t hey ar e c l ear l y  er r oneous.  See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Car r ol l ,  2001 WI  130,  ¶29,  248 Wi s.  2d 662,  636 

N. W. 2d 718.   Thi s cour t  i ndependent l y r evi ews t he r ef er ee' s 

l egal  concl usi ons.   I d.   Her e,  t he st i pul at i on suppor t s t he 

r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and l egal  concl usi ons as t o At t or ney 

Tr udgeon' s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   They ar e unchal l enged.  

Ther ef or e,  t hi s cour t  appr oves and adopt s t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs 

of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw.  

¶20 I t  i s  ul t i mat el y t hi s cour t ' s  r esponsi bi l i t y  t o 

det er mi ne t he appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne t o i mpose.   See I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Rei t z,  2005 WI  39,  ¶74,  279 

Wi s.  2d 550,  694 N. W. 2d 894.   The ser i ousness of  At t or ney 

Tr udgeon' s mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o t he 56 vi ol at i ons 

i nvol v i ng 13 cl i ent s demonst r at es t he need t o r evoke hi s l aw 

l i cense t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c,  cour t s,  and l egal  syst em f r om t he 

r epet i t i on of  mi sconduct ,  as wel l  as t o i mpr ess upon At t or ney 

Tr udgeon t he ser i ousness of  hi s mi sconduct  and det er  ot her  

at t or neys f r om engagi ng i n mi sconduct .    

¶21 We f ur t her  concl ude At t or ney Tr udgeon shal l  make 

r est i t ut i on as det er mi ned by t he r ef er ee,  wi t h t he except i on 
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t hat  r est i t ut i on ar i s i ng f r om count s 30 t o 35 be made t o t he 

Fund,  r at her  t han t o B. W.  and Dean Heal t h Pl an.  

¶22 We i mpose f ul l  cost s of  $4, 514. 06.   Under  

SCR 22. 24( 1m) , 12 t he cour t ' s  gener al  pol i cy i s t o i mpose cost s on 

t he r espondent .   To awar d l ess t han f ul l  cost s,  t he cour t  must  

f i nd " ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ances. "   At t or ney Tr udgeon has not  

obj ect ed t o cost s and has not  c l ai med any ext r aor di nar y 

c i r cumst ances t o j ust i f y a r educt i on i n cost s.    

¶23 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Mi chael  C.  Tr udgeon 

t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r evoked,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  

t hi s or der .  

¶24 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Mi chael  C.  Tr udgeon compl y 

wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng t he dut i es of  a 

per son whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n has been 

r evoked.  

¶25 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  Mi chael  C.  Tr udgeon make r est i t ut i on as f ol l ows:  

                                                 
12 SCR 22. 24( 1m)  r eads,  i n par t :   

The cour t ' s  gener al  pol i cy i s  t hat  upon a f i ndi ng 
of  mi sconduct  i t  i s  appr opr i at e t o i mpose al l  cost s,  
i ncl udi ng t he expenses of  counsel  f or  t he of f i ce of  
l awyer  r egul at i on,  upon t he r espondent .   I n cases 
i nvol v i ng ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ances t he cour t  may,  
i n t he exer ci se of  i t s  di scr et i on,  r educe t he amount  
of  cost s i mposed upon a r espondent .  
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L. W.  $   600 
C. S.  $   650 
W. W.  Est at e $ 1, 162 
Wi sconsi n Lawyer ' s Fund 
  f or  Cl i ent  Pr ot ect i on $25, 000 

¶26 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 70 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  Mi chael  C.  Tr udgeon pay t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

¶27 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  r est i t ut i on i s t o be 

compl et ed pr i or  t o payi ng cost s t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on.   
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